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SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR MULTI-SCALE
NAVIGATION OF DATA

BACKGROUND

1. Technical Field

Aspects and embodiments relate to data storage, and more
particularly to apparatus and methods for providing data
driven de-duplication services.

2. Discussion

Given the costs associated with conventional tape libraries
and other sorts of back-up storage media, storage system
vendors often incorporate de-duplication processes into their
product offerings to decrease the amount of required back-up
media. De-duplication is a process of identifying repeating
sequences of data and preventing or removing redundant
storage of the repeating sequences of data. De-duplication is
typically implemented as a function of a target device, such as
a back-up storage device. The act of identifying redundant
data within back-up data streams is complex, and in the cur-
rent state-of-the-art, is conventionally solved using either
hash fingerprinting or pattern recognition.

In hash fingerprinting, the incoming data stream first
undergoes an alignment process (which attempts to predict
good “breakpoints,” also known as edges, in the data stream
that will provide the highest probability of subsequent
matches) and then is subject to a hashing process (usually
SHA-1 or SHA-2 in the current state-of-the-art). The data
stream is broken into chunks (usually about 8 kilobytes-12
kilobytes in size) by the hashing process; each chunk is
assigned its resultant hash value. This hash value is compared
against a memory-resident table. If the hash entry is found,
the data is assumed to be redundant and replaced with a
pointer to the existing block of data already stored in a disk
storage system; the location of the existing data is given in the
table. If the hash entry is not found, the data is stored in a disk
storage system and its location recorded in the memory-
resident table along with its hash. Some examples that illus-
trate this mechanism can be found in U.S. Pat. No. 7,065,619
assigned to Data Domain and U.S. Pat. No. 5,990,810
assigned to Quantum Corporation. Hash fingerprinting is
typically executed in-line, that is, data is processed in real-
time prior to being written to disk.

According to pattern recognition, the incoming data stream
is first “chunked” or segmented into relatively large data
blocks (on the order of about 32 MB). The data is then
processed by a simple rolling hash method whereby a list of
hash values is assembled. A transformation is made on the
hash values where a resulting small list of values represents a
data block “fingerprint.” A search is then made on a table of
hashes to look for at least a certain number of fingerprint
hashes to be found in any other given stored block. If a
minimum number of matches is not met, then the block is
considered unique and stored directly to disk. The corre-
sponding fingerprint hashes are added to a memory-resident
table. Should the minimum number of matches be met, then
there is a probability that the current data block matches a
previously-stored data block. In this case, the block of disk
storage associated with a matching fingerprint is read into
memory and compared byte-for-byte against the candidate
block that had been hashed. If the full sequence of data is
equal, then the data block is replaced by a pointer to the
physically addressed block of storage. If the full block does
not match, then a mechanism that detects changed portions
within the block is employed to determine a minimal data set
within the block that needs be stored. The result is a combi-
nation of unique data plus references to a closely-matching
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2

block of previously-stored data. An example that illustrates
this mechanism can be found in U.S. Patent Application
US2006/0059207 assigned to Diligent Corporation. As with
hash fingerprinting above, pattern recognition is typically
executed in-line.

SUMMARY

Aspects and embodiments disclosed herein present de-
duplication techniques that are more efficient and scalable
than conventional de-duplication techniques. Some examples
manifest an appreciation that conventional hash fingerprint-
ing techniques are constrained by the amount of available
memory. Other examples reflect an understanding that ran-
dom I/O workload is a substantial limitation under the pattern
recognition approach. Thus, these examples manifest an
appreciation of the limitations imposed by the conventional
hash fingerprinting and pattern recognition de-duplication
techniques.

According to one embodiment, a method of generating a
macro-fingerprint from at least one predefined set of summa-
ries using a computer system is provided. The macro finger-
prints are created from previously created smaller (micro)
fingerprints without having to reread underlying data. The
method includes acts of reading a first predefined set of sum-
maries associated with a first region of data, each member of
the first predefined set of summaries characterizing data
within the first region of data; selecting at least one first
member from the first predefined set of summaries based on
avalue of the at least one first member; and storing the at least
one first member within a first macro-fingerprint. The first
region of data may have a first size indicative of a quantity of
data included in the first region of data.

In the method, the act of selecting the at least one first
member may include an act of selecting the at least one first
member based on a prioritization scheme. The method may
further include acts of reading a second predefined set of
summaries associated with a second region of data, each
member of the second predefined set of summaries charac-
terizing data within the second region of data, the second
region of data having a second size indicative of a quantity of
data included in the second region of data, the second size
being equal to the first size; selecting at least one second
member from the second predefined set of summaries based
on a value of the second member; and storing the at least one
second member within the first macro-fingerprint.

The method may further include acts of comparing the first
macro-fingerprint to a second macro-fingerprint selected
from a third predefined set of summaries that characterize
data within a set of data, the set of data having a third size that
is indicative of a quantity of data included in the set of data,
the third size being equal to the sum of the first size and the
second size and executing, responsive to a threshold number
of members of the first macro-fingerprint matching members
of the second macro-fingerprint, a navigation process that
compares the third predefined set of summaries to a union of
the first predefined set of summaries and the second pre-
defined set of summaries.

The first predefined set of summaries may have a first size
and a first scope. The second predefined set of summaries may
have a second size different from the first size and a second
scope different from the first scope. In the method, the act of
executing the navigation process may further include an act of
generating a simulated set of summaries based on at least one
of the first predefined set of summaries and the second pre-
defined set of summaries. The method may further include an
act of selecting the third predefined set of summaries from a
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third macro-fingerprint selected from other predefined sets of
summaries. In the method, the act of reading the first pre-
defined set of summaries may include an act of reading a set
of hash values.

The method may further include an act of de-duplicating at
least one target area within the first region of data with refer-
ence to at least one reference area within the set of data. In
addition, the method may further include acts of removing at
least one summary of the first predefined set of summaries in
response to de-duplicating the at least one target area; and
removing at least one summary from the first macro-finger-
print in response to de-duplicating the at least one target area.

According to another embodiment, a system configured to
generate a macro-fingerprint from at least one predefined set
of summaries is provided. The system includes data storage
storing a first predefined set of summaries associated with a
first region of data, each member of the first predefined set of
summaries characterizing data within the first region of data;
and at least one processor coupled to the data storage and
configured to: read the first predefined set of summaries;
select at least one first member from the first predefined set of
summaries based on a value of the at least one first member;
and store the at least one first member within a first macro-
fingerprint. The first region of data may have a first size
indicative of a quantity of data included in the first region of
data.

In the system, the at least one processor may be configured
to select the at least one first member based on a prioritization
scheme. The at least one processor may be further configured
to read a second predefined set of summaries associated with
a second region of data, each member of the second pre-
defined set of summaries characterizing data within the sec-
ond region of data, the second region of data having a second
size indicative of a quantity of data included in the second
region of data, the second size being equal to the first size;
select at least one second member from the second predefined
set of summaries based on a value of the second member; and
store the at least one second member within the first macro-
fingerprint.

In the system, the at least one processor may be further
configured to compare the first macro-fingerprint to a second
macro-fingerprint selected from a third predefined set of sum-
maries that characterize data within a set of data, the set of
data having a third size that is indicative of a quantity of data
included in the set of data, the third size being equal to the sum
of'the first size and the second size and execute, responsive to
a threshold number of members of the first macro-fingerprint
matching members of the second macro-fingerprint, a navi-
gation process that compares the third predefined set of sum-
maries to a union of the first predefined set of summaries and
the second predefined set of summaries.

In the system, the first predefined set of summaries may
have a first size and a first scope. The second predefined set of
summaries may have a second size different from the first size
and a second scope different from the first scope. Addition-
ally, the at least one processor may be configured to execute
the navigation process by, at least in part, generating a simu-
lated set of summaries based on at least one of the first
predefined set of summaries and the second predefined set of
summaries.

In the system, the at least one processor is further config-
ured to select the third predefined set of summaries from a
third macro-fingerprint selected from other predefined sets of
summaries. The at least one processor may be configured to
read the first predefined set of summaries by reading a set of
hash values. The at least one processor may be further con-
figured to de-duplicate at least one target area within the first
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region of data with reference to at least one reference area
within the set of data. The at least one processor may be
further configured to remove at least one summary of the first
predefined set of summaries in response to de-duplicating the
atleast one target area; and remove at least one summary from
the first macro-fingerprint in response to de-duplicating the at
least one target area.

According to another embodiment, a non-transitory com-
puter readable medium storing computer readable instruc-
tions is provided. The instructions, when executed by at least
one processor, instruct the at least one processor to perform a
method of generating a macro-fingerprint from at least one
predefined set of summaries. The method includes acts of
reading a first predefined set of summaries associated with a
first region of data, each member of the first predefined set of
summaries characterizing data within the first region of data;
selecting at least one first member from the first predefined set
of summaries based on a value of the at least one first member;
and storing the at least one first member within a first macro-
fingerprint. The instructions may further instruct the at least
one processor to select the at least one first member based on
a prioritization scheme.

Still other aspects, embodiments and advantages of these
example aspects and embodiments, are discussed in detail
below. Moreover, it is to be understood that both the foregoing
information and the following detailed description are merely
illustrative examples of various aspects and embodiments,
and are intended to provide an overview or framework for
understanding the nature and character of the claimed aspects
and embodiments. Any embodiment disclosed herein may be
combined with any other embodiment. References to “an
embodiment,” “an example,” “some embodiments,” “some
examples,” “an alternate embodiment,” “various embodi-
ments,” “one embodiment,” “at least one embodiment,” “this
and other embodiments” or the like are not necessarily mutu-
ally exclusive and are intended to indicate that a particular
feature, structure, or characteristic described in connection
with the embodiment may be included in at least one embodi-
ment. The appearances of such terms herein are not necessar-
ily all referring to the same embodiment.

2 <

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

Various aspects of at least one example are discussed below
with reference to the accompanying figures, which are not
intended to be drawn to scale. The figures are included to
provide an illustration and a further understanding of the
various aspects and examples, and are incorporated in and
constitute a part of this specification, but are not intended as a
definition of the limits of the embodiments disclosed herein.
The drawings, together with the remainder of the specifica-
tion, serve to explain principles and operations of the
described and claimed aspects and examples. In the figures,
each identical or nearly identical component that is illustrated
in various figures is represented by a like numeral. For pur-
poses of clarity, not every component may be labeled in every
figure. In the figures:

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of one example of a networked
computing environment that includes a back-up storage sys-
tem;

FIG. 2 is a flow diagram of a method for de-duplicating
data objects;

FIG. 3 is a block diagram of one example of a computer
system that may be used to perform processes disclosed
herein;

FIG. 4 is a block diagram of one example of a storage
system configured to perform processes disclosed herein;
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FIG. 5 is a block diagram illustrating a storage system in
the context of a networked computing environment and con-
figured to perform processes disclosed herein;

FIG. 6 is a schematic layout of one example of two data sets
used in de-duplication processing;

FIG. 7 is a flow diagram of a method for marking data for
subsequent de-duplication processing;

FIG. 8 is a schematic layout of another example of two data
sets used in de-duplication processing;

FIG. 9 is a flow diagram of a method for fingerprinting
data;

FIG. 10 is a flow diagram of a method for navigating data;

FIG. 11 is a schematic layout of another example of two
data sets used in de-duplication processing;

FIG. 12 is a flow diagram of a method for preparing target
data;

FIG. 13 is a flow diagram of a method for preparing refer-
ence data;

FIG. 14 is a flow diagram of a method for navigating
reference data;

FIG. 15 is a flow diagram of another method for de-dupli-
cating data objects;

FIG. 16 is a flow diagram of a method for fingerprinting
target data;

FIG. 17 is a flow diagram of a method for fingerprinting
reference data;

FIG. 18 is a flow diagram of another method for navigating
reference data;

FIG. 19 is a flow diagram of a method for maintaining
fingerprints;

FIG. 20 is a schematic layout of exemplary data used in
de-duplication processing; and

FIG. 21 is a block diagram illustrating a macro-fingerprint
and a plurality of micro-fingerprints.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Some aspects and examples relate to apparatus and pro-
cesses for selectively de-duplicating data based on underlying
characteristics of the data, such as the particular sequence of
bit values present within the data. For instance, methods and
apparatus in accord with some examples establish location
identifiers (referred to as “ticks”) within regions (referred to
as “windows”) of data targeted for de-duplication and within
corresponding reference data. Further, according to these
examples, location identifiers indicate locations where sum-
maries that characterize the contents of the regions are cre-
ated. The summaries are then used to determine which
regions of the targeted data are likely to include data redun-
dant with regions of the reference data. In some examples, the
summaries are sets with elements that are themselves sets of
hash values. Additionally, in these examples, an area of the
targeted data (referred to as a “swath”™) is identified and de-
duplicated with reference to a corresponding swath of refer-
ence data. In at least one example, the swath includes not only
the regions of the data that have been determined to be most
likely to include redundant data but also additional data, as is
discussed further below.

Other aspects and embodiments relate to apparatus and
processes that efficiently navigate large sets of data to locate
portions of redundant data stored therein. In some examples,
the amount of redundant data stored in these portions is sub-
stantially smaller the amount of data stored in the overall data
sets. To efficiently navigate these large data sets, methods and
systems in accord with some embodiments generate one or
more hierarchies of summaries that characterize regions of
data within the data sets. In at least one embodiment, these
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summary hierarchies relate summaries in parent-child rela-
tionships, with parent summaries being representative of (or
characterizing) larger amounts of data their children summa-
ries. Further, in some embodiments, these methods and sys-
tems generate the summary hierarchies from pre-calculated
summaries of the data. To locate redundant data, the methods
and systems of these embodiments traverse at least two hier-
archies: one representing target data and another representing
reference data. These traversals start from parent summaries
and visit child summaries where a sufficient number of
matches between parent summaries are identified. In some
embodiments, where a sufficient number of matches between
child summaries are discovered, a de-duplication process is
conducted for the regions characterized by the child summa-
ries.

FIG. 21 illustrates one example of a parent summary and
children summaries that may be grouped together within a
summary hierarchy. As shown, FIG. 21 includes a parent
summary 2102 (referred to as a “macro-fingerprint”) and
children fingerprints 2100 (referred to as “micro-finger-
prints™). As further shown in FIG. 21, each of the micro-
fingerprints characterizes a ten megabyte region of data. The
first micro-fingerprint includes a set of values (al, a2, a3). The
second micro-fingerprint includes a set of values (b1, b2, b3).
In some embodiments, each of the values included a micro-
fingerprint is a prioritized hash value calculated for a portion
of the region characterized by the micro-fingerprint.

The macro-fingerprint includes values b2, el, and g3.
These values characterize the 100 megabyte data set compris-
ing the regions characterized by the micro-fingerprints. In the
example shown in FIG. 21, each of the values of the macro-
fingerprint is a value prioritized from a micro-fingerprint (b2
from the second micro-fingerprint, el from the fifth micro-
fingerprint, and g1 from the seventh micro-fingerprint). Thus,
in this example, the macro-fingerprint values are computed
directly from micro-fingerprint values (i.e., without recalcu-
lating any of the underlying values).

While the example summary hierarchy illustrated in FIG.
21 includes two levels (macro-fingerprints and micro-finger-
prints), other embodiments may generate and navigate sum-
mary hierarchies having three or more levels. Thus the
embodiments disclosed herein are not limited to a particular
number of hierarchical levels.

It is to be appreciated that examples of the methods and
apparatuses discussed herein are not limited in application to
the details of construction and the arrangement of compo-
nents set forth in the following description or illustrated in the
accompanying drawings. The methods and apparatuses are
capable of implementation in other examples and of being
practiced or of being carried out in various ways. Examples of
specific implementations are provided herein for illustrative
purposes only and are not intended to be limiting. In particu-
lar, acts, elements and features discussed in connection with
any one or more examples are not intended to be excluded
from a similar role in any other examples.

Also, the phraseology and terminology used herein is for
the purpose of description and should not be regarded as
limiting. Any references to examples or elements or acts of
the systems and methods herein referred to in the singular
may also embrace examples including a plurality of these
elements, and any references in plural to any example or
element or act herein may also embrace examples including
only a single element. References in the singular or plural
form are not intended to limit the presently disclosed systems
or methods, their components, acts, or elements. The use
herein of “including,” “comprising,” “having,” “containing,”
“involving,” and variations thereof is meant to encompass the
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items listed thereafter and equivalents thereof as well as addi-
tional items. References to “or” may be construed as inclusive
so that any terms described using “or”” may indicate any of a
single, more than one, and all of the described terms.

Furthermore, the data manipulated by examples disclosed
herein may be organized into various data objects on one or
more computer systems. These data objects may include any
structure in which data may be stored. A non-limiting list of
exemplary data objects includes bits, bytes, data files, data
blocks, data directories and back-up data sets.

Data Driven De-Duplication

Various examples disclosed herein effect data driven de-
duplication of data stored on one or more computer systems.
As is explained further below, data driven de-duplication
processes harness underlying characteristics of the data to
identify and remove redundant data more efficiently than
conventional de-duplication processes. More specifically,
data driven de-duplication processes inspect the structure and
the content of data and tailor actions taken based on the
particular nature of the data targeted for de-duplication. FIG.
1 illustrates a computer system 102 that is specially config-
ured to perform a data driven de-duplication process accord-
ing to the aspects and functions disclosed herein. As shown,
the computer system 102 is coupled to, and can exchange data
with, systems 104 and 106 via network 108. In addition,
according to this example, the computer system 102 includes
computer hardware 110 and storage system software 112. In
at least one example, the computer hardware 110 shown in
FIG. 1 includes a processor and a memory coupled to the
processor. In one example, the memory includes volatile
memory, such as RAM, and non-volatile memory, such as a
magnetic disk. Other examples of the computer hardware 110
include a variety of components which are discussed further
below with regard to FIGS. 3 and 4.

In the example illustrated in FIG. 1, the storage system
software 112 includes elements, e.g. executable code and data
structures, configured to cause the computer system 102 to
perform data driven de-duplication processes. As will be
explained in detail below, the storage system software 112
includes navigation software that has the ability to find
regions of data with similarity based on value sets of summa-
ries (e.g., hash values) taken at locations driven by data. A
particular example of the elements included in the storage
system software 112 is discussed further below with regard to
FIG. 5. An example of a data driven de-duplication process as
defined by the storage system software 112 is illustrated as
process 200 in FIG. 2. In this example, the process 200
includes acts of preparing data targeted for de-duplication,
preparing data to be referenced during the de-duplication of
the target data, navigating the reference data and de-duplicat-
ing the target data. Process 200 begins at 202.

In act 204, target data is prepared for de-duplication.
According to various examples, a computer system prepares
the target data by identifying location identifiers within the
target data and generating fingerprints of data with reference
to the location identifiers. Acts in accord with these examples
are discussed below with reference to FIG. 12.

In act 206, reference data is prepared for de-duplication.
According to various examples, a computer system prepares
the reference data by identifying location identifiers within
the reference data and generating fingerprints of data with
reference to the location identifiers. Acts in accord with these
examples are discussed below with reference to FIG. 13.

In act 208, target data and reference data is navigated to
place swaths atlocations matching a set of predefined criteria.
According to several examples, a computer system positions
the swaths relative to one or more regions of data in the target
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and the reference that have matching fingerprints. Acts in
accord with these examples are discussed below with refer-
ence to FI1G. 14.

In act 210, the target data is de-duplicated. According to a
variety of examples, a network of computer systems performs
a byte-by-byte comparison between the data in the target
swath and the data in the reference swath. When a predeter-
mined quantity of redundant data is found, the computer
system replaces the redundant data included in target swath
with a pointer to the matching data in the reference swath. In
other examples, the network of computer systems calculates
a hash value for the data in the target swath and the data in the
reference swath using a hash function with strong collision
resistance. In these examples, the network of computer sys-
tems ensures a high probability that both sets of data are
identical prior to replacing the redundant data in the target
swath with a pointer to the matching data in the reference
swath. Further examples use various data de-duplication
techniques known in the art and examples are not limited to a
particular de-duplication technique or set of techniques.

Process 200 ends at 212. Data de-duplication activities in
accord with process 200 make efficient use of data storage
media by decreasing the amount of data that must be physi-
cally stored. In addition, data de-duplication activities in
accord with process 200 efficiently de-duplicate data is that
randomly distributed within target and reference data sets.
Computer System

As discussed above, aspects and functions disclosed herein
may be implemented as hardware or software on one or more
of these computer systems. There are many examples of
computer systems that are currently in use. These examples
include, among others, network appliances, personal comput-
ers, workstations, mainframes, networked clients, servers,
media servers, application servers, database servers and web
servers. Other examples of computer systems may include
mobile computing devices, such as cellular phones and per-
sonal digital assistants, and network equipment, such as load
balancers, routers and switches. Further, aspects may be
located on a single computer system or may be distributed
among a plurality of computer systems connected to one or
more communications networks.

For example, various aspects and functions may be distrib-
uted among one or more computer systems configured to
provide a service to one or more client computers, or to
perform an overall task as part of a distributed system. Addi-
tionally, aspects may be performed on a client-server or
multi-tier system that includes components distributed
among one or more server systems that perform various func-
tions. Consequently, examples are not limited to executing on
any particular system or group of systems. Further, aspects
may be implemented in software, hardware or firmware, or
any combination thereof. Thus, aspects may be implemented
within methods, acts, systems, system elements and compo-
nents using a variety of hardware and software configura-
tions, and examples are not limited to any particular distrib-
uted architecture, network, or communication protocol.

Referring to FIG. 3, there is illustrated a block diagram of
a distributed computer system 300, in which various aspects
and functions may be practiced. The distributed computer
system 300 may include one more computer systems that
exchange (i.e. send or receive) information. For example, as
illustrated, the distributed computer system 300 includes
computer systems 302, 304 and 306. As shown, the computer
systems 302, 304 and 306 are interconnected by, and may
exchange data through, communication a network 308. The
network 308 may include any communication network
through which computer systems may exchange data. To
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exchange data using the network 308, the computer systems
302, 304 and 306 and the network 308 may use various
methods, protocols and standards, including, among others,
Fibre Channel, Token Ring, Ethernet, Wireless Ethernet,
Bluetooth, IP, IPV6, TCP/IP, UDP, DTN, HTTP, FTP, SNMP,
SMS, MMS, SS7, JSON, SOAP, CORBA, REST and Web
Services. To ensure data transfer is secure, the computer
systems 302, 304 and 306 may transmit data via the network
308 using a variety of security measures including, for
example, TSL, SSL or VPN. While the distributed computer
system 300 illustrates three networked computer systems, the
distributed computer system 300 is not so limited and may
include any number of computer systems and computing
devices, networked using any medium and communication
protocol.

As discussed above with regard to FIG. 1, various aspects
and functions may be implemented as specialized hardware
or software executing in one or more computer systems. FIG.
3 illustrates a particular example of the elements that may be
included in the computer hardware 110 shown in FIG. 1. As
illustrated in FIG. 3, the computer system 302 includes a
processor 310, a memory 312, abus 314, an interface 316 and
data storage 318. The processor 310 may perform a series of
instructions that result in manipulated data. The processor
310 may be a commercially available processor such as an
Intel Xeon, Itanium, Core, Celeron, Pentium, AMD Opteron,
Sun UltraSPARC, IBM Power5+, or IBM mainframe chip,
but may be any type of processor, multiprocessor or control-
ler. The processor 310 is connected to other system elements,
including one or more memory devices 312, by the bus 314.

The memory 312 may be used for storing programs and
data during operation of the computer system 302. Thus, the
memory 312 may be a relatively high performance, volatile,
random access memory such as a dynamic random access
memory (DRAM) or static memory (SRAM). However, the
memory 312 may include any device for storing data, such as
a disk drive or other non-volatile storage device. Various
examples may organize the memory 312 into particularized
and, in some cases, unique structures to perform the functions
disclosed herein.

Components of the computer system 302 may be coupled
by an interconnection element such as the bus 314. The bus
314 may include one or more physical busses, for example,
busses between components that are integrated within a same
machine, but may include any communication coupling
between system elements including specialized or standard
computing bus technologies such as IDE, SCSI, PCI and
InfiniBand. Thus, the bus 314 enables communications, for
example, data and instructions, to be exchanged between
system components of the computer system 302.

The computer system 302 also includes one or more inter-
face devices 316 such as input devices, output devices and
combination input/output devices. Interface devices may
receive input or provide output. More particularly, output
devices may render information for external presentation.
Input devices may accept information from external sources.
Examples of interface devices include keyboards, mouse
devices, trackballs, microphones, touch screens, printing
devices, display screens, speakers, network interface cards,
etc. Interface devices allow the computer system 302 to
exchange information and communicate with external enti-
ties, such as users and other systems.

The data storage 318 may include a computer readable and
writeable nonvolatile (non-transitory) data storage medium in
which instructions are stored that define a program that may
be executed by the processor 310. The data storage 318 also
may include information that is recorded, on or in, the
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medium, and this information may be processed by the pro-
cessor 310 during execution of the program. More specifi-
cally, the information may be stored in one or more data
structures specifically configured to conserve storage space
or increase data exchange performance. The instructions may
be persistently stored as encoded signals, and the instructions
may cause the processor 310 to perform any of the functions
described herein. The medium may, for example, be optical
disk, magnetic disk or flash memory, among others. In opera-
tion, the processor 310 or some other controller may cause
data to be read from the nonvolatile recording medium into
another memory, such as the memory 312, that allows for
faster access to the information by the processor 310 than
does the storage medium included in the data storage 318. The
memory may be located in the data storage 318 or in the
memory 312, however, the processor 310 may manipulate the
data within the memory 312, and then copy the data to the
storage medium associated with the data storage 318 after
processing is completed. A variety of components may man-
age data movement between the storage medium and other
memory elements and examples are not limited to particular
data management components. Further, examples are not lim-
ited to a particular memory system or data storage system.

Although the computer system 302 is shown by way of
example as one type of computer system upon which various
aspects and functions may be practiced, aspects are not lim-
ited to being implemented on the computer system 302 as
shown in FIG. 3. Various aspects and functions may be prac-
ticed on one or more computers having a different architec-
tures or components than that shown in FIG. 3. For instance,
the computer system 302 may include specially programmed,
special-purpose hardware, such as for example, an applica-
tion-specific integrated circuit (ASIC) tailored to perform a
particular operation disclosed herein. While another example
may perform the same function using a grid of several gen-
eral-purpose computing devices running MAC OS System X
with Motorola PowerPC processors and several specialized
computing devices running proprietary hardware and operat-
ing systems.

The computer system 302 may be a computer system
including an operating system that manages at least a portion
of the hardware elements included in the computer system
302. Usually, a processor or controller, such as the processor
310, executes an operating system which may be, for
example, a Windows-based operating system, such as, Win-
dows NT, Windows 2000 (Windows ME), Windows XP, Win-
dows Vista or Windows 7 operating systems, available from
the Microsoft Corporation, a MAC OS System X operating
system available from Apple Computer, one of many Linux-
based operating system distributions, for example, the Enter-
prise Linux operating system available from Red Hat Inc., a
Solaris operating system available from Sun Microsystems,
or a UNIX operating systems available from various sources.
Many other operating systems may be used, and examples are
not limited to any particular implementation.

The processor 310 and operating system together define a
computer platform for which application programs in high-
level programming languages may be written. These compo-
nent applications may be executable, intermediate, bytecode
or interpreted code which communicates over a communica-
tion network, for example, the Internet, using a communica-
tion protocol, for example, TCP/IP. Similarly, aspects may be
implemented using an object-oriented programming lan-
guage, such as .Net, SmallTalk, Java, C++, Ada, or C#
(C-Sharp). Other object-oriented programming languages
may also be used. Alternatively, functional, scripting, or logi-
cal programming languages may be used.
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Additionally, various aspects and functions may be imple-
mented in a non-programmed environment, for example,
documents created in HTML, XML or other format that,
when viewed in a window of a browser program, render
aspects of a graphical-user interface or perform other func-
tions. Further, various examples may be implemented as pro-
grammed or non-programmed elements, or any combination
thereof. For example, a web page may be implemented using
HTML while a data object called from within the web page
may be written in C++. Thus, the examples are not limited to
a specific programming language and any suitable program-
ming language could be used. Thus, functional components
disclosed herein may include a wide variety of elements, e.g.
executable code, data structures or objects, configured to
perform described functions.

Storage System

Some examples are directed toward a computer system
specially configured as a data back-up storage system. FIG. 4
illustrates, in block diagram form, one example of a storage
system 170. In this example, the hardware of the storage
system 170 includes a storage system controller 122 and a
switching network 132 that connects the storage system con-
troller 122 to a back-up storage media 126. The storage sys-
tem controller 122 includes a processor 127 (which may be a
single processor or multiple processors) and a memory 129.
The memory 129 may include volatile (such as RAM) and
nonvolatile portions (such as ROM, PROM, EEPROM, Flash
memory, magnetic disk, optical disk, etc. or combinations
thereof) that may run all or some of the storage system soft-
ware, as discussed further below. The memory 129 may also
be used to store metadata relating to the data stored on the
back-up storage media 126. Software, including program-
ming code that implements functions disclosed herein, is
generally stored on a computer readable and/or writeable
nonvolatile recording medium, such as ROM, optical or mag-
netic disk or tape, etc., and then copied into memory 129
wherein it may then be executed by the processor 127. As
discussed above with regard to FIG. 3, such programming
code may be written in any of a plurality of programming
languages, for example, Assembler, Java, Visual Basic, C, C#,
or C++, Fortran, Pascal, Eiffel, Basic, COBOL, or combina-
tions thereof, as the embodiments disclosed herein are not
limited to a particular programming language. Typically, in
operation, the processor 127 causes the programming code to
be read from a nonvolatile recording medium into another
form of memory, such as RAM, that allows for fasteraccess to
the information by the processor than does the nonvolatile
recording medium.

As shown in FIG. 4, the controller 122 also includes a
number of port adapters that couple the controller 122 to the
computer system 120 and to the switching network 132. As
illustrated, the computer system 120 is coupled to the storage
system via a port adapter 1244, which may be, for example, a
Fibre Channel port adapter. Via the storage system controller
122, the computer system 120 backs up data onto the back-up
storage media 126 and can recover data from the back-up
storage media 126.

In the illustrated example, the switching network 132 may
include one or more Fibre Channel switches 128a, 1285. The
storage system controller 122 includes a plurality of Fibre
Channel port adapters 1245 and 124¢ to couple the storage
system controller to the Fibre Channel switches 128a, 1285.
Via the Fibre Channel switches 128a, 12854, the storage sys-
tem controller 122 allows data to be backed-up onto the
back-up storage media 126. As illustrated in FIG. 4, the
switching network 132 may further include one or more Eth-
ernet switches 130a, 1305 that are coupled to the storage
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system controller 122 via Ethernet port adapters 125a, 1255.
In one example, the storage system controller 122 further
includes another Ethernet port adapter 125¢ that may be
coupled to, for example, a LAN 103 to enable the storage
system 170 to communicate with other computer systems.

In the example illustrated in FIG. 4, the storage system
controller 122 is coupled to the back-up storage media 126 via
a switching network that includes two Fibre Channel
switches and two Ethernet switches. Provision of at least two
of each type of switch within the storage system 170 elimi-
nates any single points of failure in the system. In other words,
even if one switch (for example, Fibre Channel switch 128a)
were to fail, the storage system controller 122 would still be
able to communicate with the back-up storage media 126 via
another switch. Such an arrangement may be advantageous in
terms of reliability and speed. For example, as discussed
above, reliability is improved through provision of redundant
components and elimination of single points of failure. In
addition, in some examples, the storage system controller 122
is able to back-up data onto the back-up storage media 126
using some or all of the Fibre Channel switches in parallel,
thereby increasing the overall back-up speed. However, there
is no requirement that the system comprise two or more of
each type of switch, or that the switching network comprise
both Fibre Channel and Ethernet switches. Furthermore, in
examples wherein the back-up storage media 126 comprises
a single disk array, no switches at all may be necessary.

In one example, the back-up storage media 126 may
include one or more disk arrays. In another example, the
back-up storage media 126 include a plurality of ATA or
SATA disks. Such disks are “off the shelf” products and may
be relatively inexpensive compared to conventional storage
array products from manufacturers such as EMC, IBM, etc. In
accordance with one example, back-up storage media may be
organized to implement any one of a number of RAID (Re-
dundant Array of Independent Disks) schemes. For example,
in one example, the back-up storage media may implement a
RAID-5 implementation.

Although software may be described as being “included”
in the storage system 170, and may be executed by the pro-
cessor 127 of the storage system controller 122 (see FIG. 4),
there is no requirement that all the software be executed on the
storage system controller 122. Thus, there is no requirement
that the storage system controller 122 be a contained physical
entity such as a computer system. The storage system 170
may communicate with software that is resident on a com-
puter system such as, for example, the media server(s) 114 or
application servers 102. In addition, the storage system 170
may contain several software applications that may be run or
resident on the same or different computer systems. More-
over, the storage system 170 is not limited to a discrete piece
of'equipment, although in some examples, the storage system
170 may be embodied as a discrete piece of equipment.

In one example, the storage system 170 is provided as a
self-contained unit that acts as a “plug and play” (i.e., no
modification need be made to existing back-up procedures
and policies) replacement for conventional back-up systems.
Such a storage system unit may also be used in a networked
computing environment that includes a conventional back-up
system to provide redundancy or additional storage capacity.
In another example, the storage system 170 may be imple-
mented in a distributed computing environment, such as a
clustered or a grid environment.

Example System Architecture

FIG. 5 presents, in block diagram form, physical and logi-
cal elements of a back-up storage system 170 in the context of
a networked computing environment. The back-up storage
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system 170 includes hardware, as discussed above with ref-
erence to FIG. 3, and storage system software 112, as dis-
cussed above with regard to FIG. 1, that together interface
with a computer system 120 (running the back-up/restore
application). As shown, the storage system software 112
includes the following components: a data marker 502, a
fingerprint generator 504, a delta differencer 506 and a navi-
gator 510, which are discussed further below.

In this example, the back-up storage system 170 also
includes a “logical metadata cache™ 508 that stores metadata
relating to data that is backed-up from the computer system
120 onto the storage system 170. As used herein, the term
“metadata” refers to data that represents information about
data and describes attributes of actual data. A non-limiting,
exemplary list of metadata may include hash values, location
identifiers, fingerprints (both micro and macro), data size,
logical and/or physical location of the data in primary storage,
one or more hash values representing the data, the creation
date of the data, the date of the last modification of the data,
the back-up policy name under which the data was stored, an
identifier, e.g. a name or watermark, of the data and the data
type of the data, e.g. a software application associated with
the data. In various examples, the storage system software
112 uses the data stored in the logical metadata cache 508 in
a variety of ways, as is discussed more fully below.

The back-up storage system 170 is one example of a system
that is specially configured to perform the functions disclosed
herein. However, the system structure and content recited
with regard to FIG. 5 are for exemplary purposes only and are
not intended to limit other examples to the specific structure
shown in FIG. 5. As will be apparent to one of ordinary skill
in the art, many variant system structures, such as the struc-
ture shown in FIG. 3, can be architected without deviating
from the substance of the examples disclosed herein.

In addition, information may flow between the elements,
components and subsystems described herein using any tech-
nique. Such techniques include, for example, passing the
information over the network using standard protocols, such
as TCP/IP, passing the information between modules in
memory and passing the information by writing to a file,
database, or some other non-volatile storage device. In addi-
tion, pointers or other references to information may be trans-
mitted and received in place of, or in addition to, copies of the
information. Conversely, the information may be exchanged
in place of, or in addition to, pointers or other references to the
information. Other techniques and protocols for communi-
cating information may be used without departing from the
scope of the embodiments disclosed herein.

Also, in the illustrated example, a computer system 120 is
coupled to the storage system 170 via a network 121. The
network 121 may include one or more networks that support
a variety of communication protocols. For example, the net-
work 121 may be a public network, such as the internet, and
may include other public or private networks such as LANs,
WAN:S, extranets and intranets. According to one example,
the network 121 is a Fibre Channel network that allows high-
speed transfer of data between the computer system 120 and
the storage system 170. The computer system 120 may enable
back-up of data from any of the computers present in the
networked computing environment or from a primary storage
device, such as network accessible data storage. As discussed
above, the storage system 170 includes back-up storage
media 126 that may be, for example, one or more disk arrays.
The back-up storage media 126 provide the actual storage
space for back-up data from the computer system 120.

According to a variety of examples, data may be stored on
the back-up storage media 126 in discrete data sets that cor-
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respond to back-ups taken at different times or using different
methodologies (for example, full or incremental back-ups).
FIG. 6 illustrates an example data structure in which back-up
data may be stored on the back-up storage media 126. FIG. 6
includes data sets 602 and 604. In this example, the data sets
602 and 604 include data stored by different back-up pro-
cesses. In other examples, the data sets 602 and 604 may be
created by any computerized process and examples disclosed
herein are not limited to data created and stored by any par-
ticular process.

In some examples in accord with FIG. 5, the back-up
storage system 170 performs a de-duplication process on data
that are stored on the back-up storage media 126, such as the
data sets 602 and 604 illustrated in FIG. 6. According to these
examples, data de-duplication may be performed in-line, i.e.
while the storage system 170 is receiving data to be de-
duplicated and stored. In other examples, data de-duplication
may be performed off-line, i.e. after the storage system 170
has already stored the data to be de-duplicated.

As illustrated in FIG. 6, the data set 602 is targeted for
de-duplication and includes target regions 608A, 610A and
612A. These target regions may be, for example, partial or
incremental backups of one or more primary systems. Also,
according to this example, data set 604 is designated for use
as a reference data set during the de-duplication of data set
602. As illustrated, the data set 604 includes data reference
regions 608B, 6108, 612B, 614 and 616. These reference
regions may be, for example, baseline or full backups of one
or more primary systems. Further, in this example, the target
region 608 A contains the same data as reference region 608B,
target region 610 A contains the same data as reference region
610B and target region 612A contains the same data as ref-
erenceregion 612B. While the bulk of this disclosure assumes
that the data sets 602 and 604 include multiple target regions
and reference regions, other examples can work with data sets
which include only one target region and one reference
region. Thus, examples are not limited to a particular number
of data sets, target regions or reference regions.

As discussed above in the example shown in FIG. 5, the
storage system software 112 includes the data marker 502, the
fingerprint generator 504, the delta differencer 506 and the
navigator 510. Processes that the data marker 502 configures
the storage system 170 to execute are illustrated in FIGS. 7,
12, and 13 which are described further below. As shown, the
data marker 502 includes elements configured to determine
location identifiers within the data to serve as markers used
during subsequent de-duplication processing. In some
examples, the data marker 502 is configured to mark, e.g.
record, a location identifier when the data at or near the
location possesses some predetermined characteristic. Thus,
in these examples, the data marker 502 is determinative in that
it will consistently produce location identifiers at the same
locations within a given set of data.

In at least one example, the data marker 502 implements a
rolling XOR hash to produce location identifiers. In this
example, the data marker 502 is configured to read a param-
eter (referred to as the “tickhashlength” parameter) that speci-
fies an amount of data (for example, a number of bytes) over
which to calculate the XOR hash. In one example, the tick-
hashlength is specified as a number of sequential bytes. Fur-
ther, according to this example, the data marker 502 is con-
figured to read through the data, calculating the rolling XOR
hash for each sequential region of data having a size of tick-
hashlength. Thus, in this example, the data marker 502 cal-
culates the rolling XOR hash through a window of data that
has a size of tickhashlength and that increments through the
data byte by byte. According to this example, the data marker
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502 is configured to record a location identifier when the
lower 11 bits of the XOR hash have a value of 1. Thus, given
a set of randomly distributed data, this particular example of
the data marker 502 should, on average, generate a location
identifier once every 2048 bytes. In various examples, the
data marker 502 is configured to provide the location of the
location identifier (for example, an offset into a particular set
of data) to the fingerprint generator 504 which is discussed
further below.

In other examples, the data marker 502 is configured to
monitor a tick rate (i.e. the number of location identifiers
found per the amount of data inspected) or another metric that
indicates the frequency with which location identifiers are
found. In these examples, when the tick rate transgresses a
predetermined threshold value, the data marker 502 adjusts
the predetermined characteristics or other criteria required to
produce a location identifier in a manner suitable to change
the tick rate. For instance, in one example, if the tick rate falls
below 1 location identifier per every 8192 bytes reviewed, the
data marker 502 is configured to alter its behavior to record a
location identifier when the lower 10 bits (rather than the
lower 11 bits) of the XOR hash have a value of 1, thereby
doubling the probability of finding a location identifier in
future processing.

Other examples adjust the criteria for finding a location
identifier differently and examples are not limited to a par-
ticular set of criteria, threshold values or manner of criteria
adjustment. For instance, in one example, the data marker 502
is configured to decrease the probability of finding a location
identifier if the tick rate crosses another threshold value. In
this example, the data marker 502 is configured to increase the
number of bits evaluated to generate a location identifier, for
example, to the lower 12 bits of the XOR hash value.

FIG. 8 illustrates the data sets 602 and 604 after the process
defined by the data marker 502 has been executed on both data
sets. As illustrated, the data marker 502 has located several
location identifiers 800 within the target windows and refer-
ence portions shown. In addition, as illustrated, the target
windows 608A, 610A and 612A have the same number of
location identifiers located at the same positions as the refer-
ence regions 608B, 610B and 612B, respectively. This dem-
onstrates the data driven determinative nature of the data
marker 502.

According to a variety of examples, the fingerprint genera-
tor 504 includes elements configured to generate summaries
(for example, micro-fingerprints) for portions of data (re-
ferred to as navigation windows) that include a multiple num-
ber of location identifiers. As will be discussed below, the
micro-fingerprints are used to determine if a set of data might
include data that is redundant with another set of data. In some
examples, the fingerprint generator 504 is configured to store
weak hash value pairs that are associated with location iden-
tifiers falling with a particular navigation window. These
weak hash value pairs may have been generated by a weak
hash function, i.e. a computationally efficient hash function.
Inthese examples, the fingerprint generator 504 is configured
to select and store the weak hash value pairs that match a set
of'predefined criteria. Processes that the fingerprint generator
504 configures the storage system 170 to execute are illus-
trated in FIGS. 9, 12,13, 15, 16, and 17, which are described
further below.

In some examples, the fingerprint generator 504 is config-
ured to characterize the portions of data disposed after the
location identifiers. As is discussed further below, in some of
these examples, these characterizations are used to build
aggregate summaries that characterize navigation windows
within target data and reference data. In at least one example,
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the characterization takes the form of a weak hash value. In
this example, the fingerprint generator 504 is configured to
read a parameter (referred to as a “weakhashsize”) that speci-
fies an amount of data over which to calculate the weak hash
value. Moreover, according to this example, the fingerprint
generator 504 is configured to generate a weak hash value
using an amount of data located after each location identifier
having a size equal to the weakhashsize parameter. In this
example, the fingerprint generator 504 is further configured to
pair this weak hash value with a weak hash value associated
with the previous location identifier (if such exists) and asso-
ciate this weak hash value pair with the navigation window.

Continuing with this example, the fingerprint generator
504 is configured to store, for each navigation window, a set
of weak hash value pairs in a micro-fingerprint. In various
examples, the fingerprint generator 504 may be configured to
prioritize weak hash value pairs for inclusion and storage in
micro-fingerprints based on a variety of attributes. For
instance, in some of these examples, the fingerprint generator
504 may be configured to prioritize weak hash value pairs
based on the values included within each pair. Thus, in these
examples, the fingerprint generator 504 may prioritize weak
hash value pairs that include the highest weak hash values, the
lowest weak hash values, the weak hash value pairs that have
the highest average value, or the weak hash value pairs that
have the lowest value or the weak hash values that are the
closest in value, among other prioritization schemes.

In another example, the fingerprint generator 504 is con-
figured to read a parameter (referred to as a “navigation-
samples” parameter) that specifies the maximum number of
elements of the set of weak hash value pairs to include in the
micro-fingerprint for a navigation window. According to this
example, the fingerprint generator 504 is configured to scan
weak hash value pairs associated with each navigation win-
dow. Additionally, in this example, the fingerprint generator
504 is configured to build, for each navigation window, a set
of weak hash value pairs based on a particular prioritization
scheme (for example, those pairs that include the highest
weak hash values compared to other weak hash values asso-
ciated the navigation window). Further, according to this
example, the fingerprint generator 504 is configured to
restrict the number of elements of the micro-fingerprint set to
be no more than the number specified by the navigation-
samples parameter. Moreover, in this example, the fingerprint
generator 504 is configured to record, within the logical meta-
data cache 508, the resulting set of weak hash value pairs as
the micro-fingerprint associated with each examined portion.

According to another example, the fingerprint generator
504 is configured to store, for each data set, a set of weak hash
value pairs in a prioritized set of summaries. One example of
this prioritized set of summaries is referred to as a “macro-
fingerprint.” The set of weak hash value pairs may be selected
from one or more weak hash value pairs stored in one or more
predefined sets of summaries, such as micro-fingerprints
associated with navigation windows within the data set or
macro-fingerprints associated with identified data sets. In
various examples, the fingerprint generator 504 may be con-
figured to prioritize weak hash value pairs for inclusion and
storage in macro-fingerprints based on a variety of attributes.
For instance, in some of these examples, the fingerprint gen-
erator 504 may be configured to prioritize weak hash value
pairs based on the values included within each pair. Thus, in
these examples, the fingerprint generator 504 may prioritize
weak hash value pairs that include the highest weak hash
values, the lowest weak hash values, the weak hash value
pairs that have the highest average value, or the weak hash
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value pairs that have the lowest value or the weak hash values
that are the closest in value, among other prioritization
schemes.

In another example, the fingerprint generator 504 is con-
figured to read a parameter (referred to as a “macroFPsize”
parameter) that specifies the maximum number of elements
of the set of weak hash value pairs to include in the macro-
fingerprint for a data set. According to this example, the
fingerprint generator 504 is configured to scan weak hash
value pairs associated with each navigation window within a
data set. Additionally, in this example, the fingerprint genera-
tor 504 is configured to build, for each data set, a set of weak
hash value pairs based on a particular prioritization scheme
(for example, those pairs that include the highest weak hash
values compared to other weak hash values associated with
navigation windows within the data set). Further, according to
this example, the fingerprint generator 504 is configured to
restrict the number of elements of the macro-fingerprint set to
be no more than the number specified by the macroFPsize
parameter. Moreover, in this example, the fingerprint genera-
tor 504 is configured to record, within the logical metadata
cache 508, the resulting set of weak hash value pairs as the
macro-fingerprint associated with each examined portion.

It is to be appreciated that the characteristics of finger-
prints, such as the maximum number of elements included in
the fingerprints and the amount of data described by the
fingerprints, have a direct impact on the effectiveness of the
de-duplication process. For example, where the data to be
de-duplicated is multiplexed data, decreasing the amount of
data described by the fingerprints increases the effectiveness
of the de-duplication process. However, where the data to be
de-duplicated does not include multiplexed data, increasing
the amount of data described by the fingerprints increases the
efficiency of the de-duplication process without decreasing
its effectiveness to an unacceptable level.

Thus some examples include navigationlength and
datasetlength parameters that enable configuration of the
amount of data described by micro-fingerprints and macro-
fingerprints, respectively. These parameters, in conjunction
with the navigationsamples and macroFPsize parameters,
enable the storage system software 112 to be configured to
utilize fingerprints of varying size and scope to accommodate
data having various attributes. For example, the storage sys-
tem software 112 can be configured to create micro-finger-
prints having 7 hash value pairs that describe 7 megabytes of
data, 3 hash value pairs that describe 64 kilobytes of data, 7
hash value pairs that describe 512 kilobytes of data, 7 hash
value pairs that describe 1 megabyte of data, 7 hash value
pairs that describe 50 megabytes of data, 7 hash value pairs
that describe 125 megabytes of data. The values of the navi-
gationlength, datasetlength, navigationsamples, and macroF-
Psize parameters may be adjusted over time to calibrate the
storage system software 112 to an acceptable performance
level of de-duplication processing.

As discussed above, in this example, the fingerprint gen-
erator 504 creates fingerprints that are sets with elements that
are pairs of weak hash values. In other examples, the finger-
print generator 504 creates fingerprints that are sets with
elements that are themselves sets other than pairs. In these
examples, the elements of a fingerprint may be a single ele-
ment set or multiple element sets and examples are not limited
to a particular number of members within each element of a
fingerprint. In addition, according to some examples, the
fingerprint generator 504 calculates hash values with hash
functions other than weak hash functions. While in other
examples, the fingerprint generator 504 employs different
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hash functions for different location identifiers. Thus
examples are not limited to a particular hash function or set of
hash functions.

In various examples, the navigator 510 includes elements
configured to compare fingerprints associated with different
areas of data, such as different navigation windows or data
sets. In these examples, the navigator 510 uses the result of
this comparison to determine where the different areas may
contain a sufficient amount of redundant data to warrant fur-
ther de-duplication processing. In some examples, the navi-
gator 510 is configured to assess the amount of redundant data
by comparing the weak hash value pairs included in the
fingerprints of both areas. Processes that the navigator 510
configures the storage system 170 to execute are illustrated in
FIGS. 10, 14, 15, and 18 which are described further below.

For instance, in some examples, the navigator 510 is con-
figured to determine if reference data has one or more poten-
tial matches with one or more target data sets. In this example,
the navigator 510 is configured to load macro-fingerprints
associated with the reference data into a navigation table,
such as a hash table. According to these examples, the navi-
gator 510 is configured to search the navigation table for
macro-fingerprints that are associated with one or more target
data sets disposed within target data (e.g., data from a plural-
ity of previous back-ups). In at least one example, the navi-
gator 510 can record the number of target data sets that have
more than a threshold number of macro-fingerprint elements
that match the macro-fingerprint elements associated with the
reference data. In one example, the threshold number is one,
but other examples may use other threshold numbers to deter-
mine if a target data set has a potential match within the
reference data.

According to some examples, the navigator 510 is config-
ured to determine if a reference data set has one or more
potential matches with one or more target data sets. In this
example, the navigator 510 is configured to load micro-fin-
gerprints associated with the reference data set into a naviga-
tion table, such as a hash table. According to these examples,
the navigator 510 is configured to search the navigation table
for micro-fingerprints that are associated with one or more
navigation windows disposed within one or more target data
sets. In at least one example, the navigator 510 can record the
number of target navigation windows that have more than a
threshold number of micro-fingerprint elements that match
the micro-fingerprint elements associated with the reference
data set. In one example, the threshold number is one, but
other examples may use other threshold numbers to deter-
mine if a target navigation window has a potential match
within the reference data set.

Also, in at least one example, the navigator 510 is config-
ured to read a parameter (referred to as the “SizeLimit”
parameter) that specifies a maximum amount of data to be
subject to micro-fingerprint navigation as a result of a single
instance of macro-fingerprint navigation. In these examples,
the navigator 510 is configured to compute match potential
ratios for each of a plurality of target data sets and select a
subset of the target data sets having a cardinality equal to the
SizeLimit parameter and including, as members, the target
data sets corresponding to the highest match potential ratios.
In some examples, the navigator 510 is configured to make
this determination for each of a plurality of target data sets
prior to comparing the plurality of target data sets to other
reference data.

Also, in another example, the navigator 510 is configured
to read a parameter (referred to as the “navigationhitmetric”
parameter) that specifies a value of a metric used to determine
whether a particular target data set has sufficient match poten-
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tial with the reference data set to warrant further de-duplica-
tion processing. In some examples, to determine whether the
target data set has sufficient match potential with the refer-
ence data set to warrant further processing, the navigator 510
evaluates a function of the number of target navigation win-
dows (located within a target data set) that have a potential
match within the reference data set. In at least one of these
examples, the function evaluated by the navigator 510 com-
putes a match potential ratio equal to the number of target
navigation windows that have a potential match within the
reference data set divided by the number of bytes of data
included in the target data set. In this example, the navigator
510 is configured to determine that the reference data set has
sufficient match potential with the target data set to warrant
further processing if the match potential ratio equals or
exceeds the navigationhitmetric parameter. In another of
these examples, the navigator 510 is configured to compute
match potential ratios for each of a plurality of target data sets
and select a subset of the target data sets having a cardinality
equal to the navigationhitmetric and including, as members,
the target data sets corresponding to the highest match poten-
tial ratios. In some examples, the navigator 510 is configured
to make this determination for each of a plurality of target data
sets prior to comparing the plurality of target data sets to other
reference data sets.

In other examples, the navigator 510 is configured to deter-
mine an initial location and size for swaths in reference data
sets and target data sets that have sufficient match potential. In
these examples, the navigator 510 is configured to use the
navigation table to find navigation windows within reference
data sets that have sufficient match potential with one or more
target navigation windows and to assess the quality of the
reference navigation windows as a potential reference swath.
According to one example, the navigator 510 is configured to
determine the quality of a reference navigation window by
determining the number of potential micro-fingerprint ele-
ment matches that the reference navigation window has with
one or more target navigation windows. In this example, the
navigator 510 is configured to find potential matches by look-
ing up (in the navigation table) weak hash value pairs asso-
ciated with the micro-fingerprint of one or more target navi-
gation windows and tracking which reference navigation
window includes a matching weak hash value pair. According
to this example, the navigator 510 is configured to assess the
quality of a reference navigation window in direct relation to
the number of potential matches, i.e. more potential match
equates to higher quality. By using the navigation table
loaded with micro-fingerprints that span the entire reference
data set, the navigator 510 is able to locate potential matches
for the target navigation window regardless of the location of
the matching data within the reference data set relative to
other data.

In some examples, the navigator 510 is configured to
inspect reference navigation windows that neighbor a particu-
lar reference navigation window when assessing the quality
of the particular reference navigation window. In these
examples, the navigator 510 is configured to not only assess
the number of potential matches within the particular refer-
ence navigation window, but to also to assess the number of
potential matches within reference windows that are either
adjacent or near to the particular reference navigation win-
dow. Further, according to these examples, the navigator 510
is configured to rate the particular reference navigation win-
dow as higher quality if the reference navigation windows
that neighbor the particular reference navigation window
have micro-fingerprint element matches with one or more
target navigation windows. In one example, a reference navi-
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gation window is considered to be near to (or neighbor)
another reference navigation window if no more than a pre-
defined amount of data (for example, one navigation window)
is positioned between the two, however examples are not
limited to a particular amount of intervening data. This
approach has the effect of identifying, as high quality refer-
ence navigation windows, areas of the reference data set with
a relatively high density of micro-fingerprint element
matches to one or more target data sets. According to some
examples, the navigator 510 is configured to initially position
the reference swath over the highest quality reference navi-
gation window and to position the target swath relative to the
one or more target navigation windows with the most corre-
sponding potential matches.

In some examples, the navigator 510 is configured to adjust
the characteristics of the target and reference swaths to enable
de-duplication of additional data. For instance, in some
examples, the navigator 510 is configured to determine if
increasing the size of the swaths by a predefined amount
would likely result in the discovery of additional redundant
data. According to one example, the navigator 510 is config-
ured to identify target navigation windows located outside,
but near, the target swath and to determine if the micro-
fingerprint associated with the target navigation windows
matches to the micro-fingerprint of a reference navigation
window near, or inside, the reference swath. In this example,
the navigator 510 is configured to continue seeking matches
for micro-fingerprints associated with target navigation win-
dows near the target swath and reference navigation windows
near the reference swath until some predetermined number of
failures to match occurs (for example, two sequential fail-
ures) or until growth of the swaths (target and reference) to
include additional data would cause either swath to exceed a
maximum swath size parameter.

In summary, according to various examples, the navigator
510 is configured to navigate to areas of redundant data con-
tained within two or more sets of data and position swaths
relative to those areas. In these examples, the navigator 510
can navigate data regardless of the source of the fingerprints
(micro or macro) that characterize the data (including, for
example, data that has not been prepared using the data
marker 502). As discussed, in these examples, the navigator
510 is configured to utilize prioritized sets of data summaries
(such as hash values) that are included within macro-finger-
prints and micro-fingerprints to identify potentially redun-
dant areas of data, even if those areas are located in different
positions within the two or more sets of data. In addition,
while in some examples the navigator 510 is configured to
position a single target swath and a single reference swath, in
other examples the navigator 510 is configured to position
one or more target swaths and one or more reference swaths.
Thus examples disclosed herein are not limited by the number
of swaths implemented by the navigator 510 nor by the num-
ber of reference data sets or target data sets processed.

In some examples, the navigator 510 is configured to com-
pare fingerprints having dissimilar sizes (numbers of ele-
ments in the fingerprints) or scopes (amounts of data
described by the fingerprint) by generating one or more simu-
lated fingerprints. In these examples, the navigator 510 first
aggregates a plurality of the fingerprints having smaller scope
into a first simulated fingerprint having a scope of a size equal
to the least common multiple of the dissimilar scopes. Next,
the navigator 510 aggregates a plurality of the fingerprints
having larger scope into a second simulated fingerprint hav-
ing a scope of a size equal to the least common multiple of the
dissimilar scopes. The navigator 510 continues by repriori-
tizing and limiting the number of elements included in the
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simulated fingerprint having larger size to a number of ele-
ments included in the simulated fingerprint having smaller
size. Upon completion of this process, the navigator 510 may
compare the first simulated fingerprint to the second simu-
lated fingerprint.

In various examples, the fingerprint auditor 512 includes
elements configured to maintain fingerprints associated with
target data. According to some of these examples, the finger-
print auditor 512 computes a de-duplication metric for the
target data characterized by each micro-fingerprint. This de-
duplication metric may indicate an amount of redundant data
removed from the target data via de-duplication processes.
Where the de-duplication metric exceeds a threshold value
(e.g., the amount of redundant data removed exceeds a thresh-
old amount), the fingerprint auditor 512 removes the micro-
fingerprint that characterizes the data that is the basis for the
de-duplication metric. Where the removed micro-fingerprint
shares one or more value sets with a macro-fingerprint, the
fingerprint auditor 512 removes the one or more value sets
from the macro-fingerprint as well, as a sufficient amount of
the redundant target data characterized by the one or more
value sets has been removed and further de-duplication pro-
cessing of the one or more value sets would provide little
value. Processes that the fingerprint auditor 512 configures
the storage system 170 to execute are illustrated in FIGS. 15
and 19, which are described further below.

According to some examples, the delta differencer 506
includes elements configured to conduct a byte-for-byte de-
duplication process of the target swath with reference to the
reference swath. In these examples, the delta difterencer 506
removes redundant data by replacing redundant data in the
target data with indicators to the redundant data in the refer-
ence data.

FIG. 11 illustrates the data sets 602 and 604 prior to execu-
tion of the byte by byte de-duplication process. FIG. 11 also
illustrates a swath 1100, positioned and sized to include the
reference region 608B, and a region of target data 1102 which
includes the target window 608A. In this example, the storage
system 170 is configured to begin byte by byte de-duplication
of'the target region 1102 using the swath 1100 as a reference.

As discussed above, in some examples, the components
502, 504, 506 and 510 each read parameters that affect the
functions performed by the components. These parameters
may be physically stored in any form of suitable memory
including volatile memory (such as RAM) or nonvolatile
memory (such as a magnetic hard drive). In addition, the
parameters may be logically stored in a propriety data struc-
ture (such as a database or file defined by a user mode appli-
cation) or in a commonly shared data structure (such as an
application registry that is defined by an operating system). In
addition, some examples provide for both system and user
interfaces that allow external entities to modify the param-
eters and thereby configure the behavior of the components.

In other examples, the storage system software 112 may
include de-duplication software such as that disclosed in U.S.
patent application Ser. No. 12/355,188, entitled “SCAL-
ABLE DE-DUPLICATION MECHANISM” and filed on
Jan. 16, 2009 which is hereby incorporated by reference in its
entirety. In these examples, the storage system software 112
may include a de-duplication director that is configured to
direct data to one of a plurality of de-duplication domains
based on the characteristics of the data or the presence or
absence of specific metadata values associated with the data.
According to these examples, the de-duplication techniques
employed by the components 502, 504, 506 and 510 may be
included in particular de-duplication domains and thus be a
subset of the overall de-duplication techniques implemented
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within the storage system software 112. Thus, as discussed
above, examples are not limited to a particular type of data
de-duplication.

De-Duplication Processes

Various examples provide processes for de-duplicating
data using a computer system specially configured to perform
the functions disclosed herein. As discussed above with
regard to act 204 shown in FIG. 2, various examples provide
processes for preparing target data for de-duplication. FIG.
12 illustrates one such process 1200 that may be used to
implement act 204 and that includes acts of marking, e.g.
recording, location identifiers in the target data and finger-
printing the target data. Process 1200 begins at 1202.

In act 1204, a computer system delineates, or marks, the
target data. In one example, the computer system that marks
the target data is arranged and configured to execute a data
marker 502 as described above with regard to FIG. 5. In this
example, the data marker 502 identifies locations within the
target data that match predefined criteria and provides loca-
tion identifiers that identify these locations to the fingerprint
generator 504.

FIG. 7 illustrates one example process 700 in accord with
act 1204. Process 700 begins at 702. In act 704, a computer
system reads the tickhashlength parameter. In act 706, the
computer system moves the rolling window by one byte and
reads an amount of data equal to the tickhashlength param-
eter. In act 708, the computer system calculates an XOR hash
of'this data. In act 710, the computer system determines if the
hash meets the predetermined criteria for establishing a loca-
tion identifier. If so, the computer system records the location
identifier in act 712. If not, the computer system determines if
the there is more data to process in act 714. If so, the computer
system proceeds to act 706. If not, the computer system
proceeds to act 716. Process 700 ends at 716.

In act 1206, a computer system fingerprints the target data.
In one example, the computer system that performs this com-
parison is arranged and configured to execute a fingerprint
generator 504 as described above. In this example, the finger-
print generator 504 determines, for each target window, a set
ofweak hash value pairs that include higher weak hash values
than other weak hash value pairs associated with location
identifiers that fall within the target window. Also, in this
example, the fingerprint generator 504 stores the generated
fingerprint in the logical metadata cache 508.

FIG. 9 illustrates one example process 900 in accord with
act 1206. Process 900 begins at 902. In act 904, a computer
system reads the weakhashsize parameter. In act 906, the
computer system calculates a weak hash value for data sub-
sequent to each location identifier within a navigation win-
dow being fingerprinted. In act 908, the computer system
reads the navigationsamples parameter. In act 910, the com-
puter system prioritizes the weak hash values associated with
location identifiers in the navigation window. In one example,
the weak hash values are placed in a list of descending order
according to value. In act 912, the computer system identifies
apredefined number of the highest priority weak hash values
from the ordered list. In this example, the number of identified
weak hash values does not exceed the navigationsamples
parameter. Also in act 912, the computer system pairs each
identified weak hash value with the weak hash value associ-
ated with the location identifier that precedes the location
identifier associated with each identified weak hash value (if
such exists). In act 914, the computer system builds a finger-
print for the navigation window that includes the highest
weak hash value pairs. In act 916, the computer system stores
the fingerprint in the logical metadata cache 508. Process 900
ends at 918.
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Process 1200 ends at 1208. Rather than establishing a rigid
framework within the data used to perform de-duplication,
examples in accord with process 1200 prepare the data using
a flexible, data driven approach. This data driven approach is
more efficient than conventional approaches because it
focuses on the areas of data that are most likely to include
redundant data.

As discussed above with regard to act 206 shown in FIG. 2,
various examples provide processes for preparing reference
data for de-duplication. FIG. 13 illustrates one such process
1300 that may be used to implement act 206 and that includes
acts of marking the reference data and fingerprinting the
reference data. Process 1300 begins at 1302.

In act 1304, a computer system delineates, or marks, the
reference data. In one example, the computer system that
marks the reference data is arranged and configured to
execute a data marker 502 as described above with regard to
FIG. 5. In this example, the data marker 502 identifies loca-
tions within the reference data that match predefined criteria
and provides location identifiers that identify these locations
to the fingerprint generator 504.

FIG. 7 illustrates one example process 700 in accord with
act 1304. Process 700 begins at 702. In act 704, a computer
system reads the tickhashlength parameter. In act 706, the
computer system moves the rolling window by one byte and
reads an amount of data equal to the tickhashlength param-
eter. In act 708, the computer system calculates an XOR hash
of'this data. In act 710, the computer system determines if the
hash meets the predetermined criteria for establishing a loca-
tion identifier. If so, the computer system records the location
identifier in act 712. If not, the computer system determines if
the there is more data to process in act 714. If so, the computer
system proceeds to act 706. If not, the computer system
proceeds to act 716. Process 700 ends at 716.

In act 1306, a computer system fingerprints the reference
data. In one example, the computer system that performs this
comparison is arranged and configured to execute a finger-
print generator 504 as described above. In this example, the
fingerprint generator 504 determines, for each reference por-
tion, a set of weak hash value pairs that include higher weak
hash values than other weak hash value pairs associated with
location identifiers that fall within the reference portion. Also,
in this example, the fingerprint generator 504 stores the gen-
erated fingerprint in the logical metadata cache 508.

FIG. 9 illustrates one example process 900 in accord with
act 1306. Process 900 begins at 902. In act 904, a computer
system reads the weakhashsize parameter. In act 906, the
computer system calculates a weak hash value for data sub-
sequent to each location identifier within a navigation win-
dow being fingerprinted. In act 908, the computer system
reads the navigationsamples parameter. In act 910, the com-
puter system prioritizes the weak hash values associated with
location identifiers in the navigation window. In one example,
the weak hash values are placed in a list of descending order
according to value. In act 912, the computer system identifies
apredefined number of the highest priority weak hash values
from the ordered list. In this example, the number of identified
weak hash values does not exceed the navigationsamples
parameter. Also in act 912, the computer system pairs each
identified weak hash value with the weak hash value associ-
ated with the location identifier that precedes the location
identifier associated with each identified weak hash value (if
such exists). In act 914, the computer system builds a finger-
print for the navigation window that includes the highest
weak hash value pairs. In act 916, the computer system stores
the fingerprint in the logical metadata cache 508. Process 900
ends at 918.
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Process 1300 ends at 1308. Rather than establishing a rigid
framework within the data used to perform de-duplication,
examples in accord with process 1300 prepare the data using
a flexible, data driven approach. This data driven approach is
more efficient than conventional approaches because it
focuses on the areas of data that are most likely to include
redundant data.

As discussed above with regard to act 208 shown in FIG. 2,
various examples provide processes for navigating data to
determine a satisfactory position for the swaths within the
target data and the reference data. FIG. 14 illustrates one such
process 1400 that may be used to implement act 208 and that
includes acts of identifying navigation windows, placing the
swath in relation to the identified navigation windows and
adjusting the size of the swath. Process 1400 begins at 1402.

In act 1404, a computer system identifies a reference data
set that has sufficient match potential with a target data set. In
one example, the computer system that identifies the data sets
is arranged and configured to execute a navigator 510 as
described above with regard to FIG. 5. In this example, the
navigator 510 finds a reference data set that contains a pre-
defined minimum number of potential matches with the target
navigation windows included in the target data set. Also, in
act 1404, the computer system identifies a potentially high
quality reference navigation window within the reference
data set.

FIG. 10 illustrates one example process 1000 in accord
with act 1404. Process 1000 begins at 1002. In act 1004, a
computer system reads the navigationhitmetric parameter. In
act 1006, the computer system loads the fingerprints associ-
ated with a reference data set into a navigation table. The
reference data set may include a plurality of reference navi-
gation windows, each with an individual set of weak hash
value pairs within its fingerprint. In act 1008, the computer
system reads the next value set (for example, a pair of weak
hash values) from the fingerprints associated with a target
data set. The target data set may include a plurality of target
navigation windows, each having an individual set of weak
hash value pairs within its fingerprint. In act 1010, the com-
puter system determines if the target value set is in the navi-
gation table. If so, the computer system increments the num-
ber of potential matches for that navigation table entry in act
1012. If not, the computer system proceeds to act 1014. In act
1014, the computer system determines if there are additional
target value sets to process. If so, the computer system pro-
ceeds to act 1008. If not, the computer system determines if
the target data set has sufficient match potential with the
reference data set based on the number of target and reference
navigation window potential matches and the navigationhit-
metric parameter in act 1016. If the data sets have sufficient
match potential, in act 1018 the computer system identifies a
high quality reference navigation window and one or more
high quality target navigation windows. In this example, the
quality of the reference navigation window is based on the
number of value set matches that the reference navigation
window has with target navigation windows included in the
matching target data set and the number of such matches
included in neighboring navigation windows. If the data set
do not have sufficient match potential, the computer system
progress to act 1020. Process 1000 ends at 1020.

A particular example of the result of act 1404 is illustrated
with reference to FIG. 11. After act 1404 is complete, the
target areas 608 A, 610A and 612A are respectively associated
with reference areas 608B, 610B and 612B because each
reference area is the best potential match (i.e. has more
matching fingerprint weak hash values) for each respective
target area. In addition, the target areas 608A and 608B have
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been identified has the highest quality navigation windows
with their respective data sets because of the number of poten-
tial matches they share and the number of potential matches
found in their neighboring navigation windows (610A and
610B, respectively).

In act 1406, a computer system positions the swath at a
location based on the potential quality of the match between
the target window and the reference area. In one example, the
navigator 510 positions the swath over a reference area that is
associated with the target window undergoing de-duplication
processing. For example, a computer system executing act
1406 with reference to target window 608A would initially
position the swath over reference area 608B, as shown in FI1G.
11.

In act 1408, a computer system adjusts the size of the
swaths in an attempt to find additional redundant data outside
of the target window and reference area. In one example, the
computer system analyzes the effect of increasing the size of
the swaths until it determines a swath size such that further
growth would not resulting in identification of additional
redundant data. Continuing the example illustrated by FIG.
11, the computer system may increase the size of the swath
1100 positioned with reference to reference area 608B. As the
size of the swath 608B increases, the swath will first encom-
pass reference areca 610B. This reference area is associated
with (is a potentially high quality match of) target area 610 A.
Therefore, according to this example, the computer system
executing act 1408 would include the reference area 610B in
the reference swath 1100 and the target area 610A in the target
swath 1102. Also, according to this example, the computer
system executing act 1408 would not include reference area
612B in the reference swath 1100 because reference area
612B is too distant from reference navigation windows that
include reference areas 608B and 610B (i.e. attempts to grow
the swath 1100 would result in sequential failures to find
target navigation window potential matches corresponding to
the navigation windows including reference areas 614 and
616.

Process 1400 ends at 1410. Examples in accord with pro-
cess 1400 result in target and reference swaths that are prop-
erly positioned and sized to produce efficient and effective
de-duplication processing. Examples in accord with process
1400 provide for a robust, data driven approach to navigating
to redundant data contained within two or more sets of data.
Thus, process 1400 can navigate data regardless of the source
of the fingerprints that characterize the data and, in some
examples, a computer system executes process 1400 on data
that has not been prepared using the data marker 502. While
process 1400 discloses positioning a single target swath and a
single reference swath, examples in accord with process 1400
are not limited to a single target swath or a single reference
swath and any number of either may be employed. Moreover,
examples are not limited to a single target data set or a single
reference data set and a plurality of either or both may be
used.

In other examples, a computer system (such as the com-
puter system 102 described above with reference to FIG. 1 or
the back-up data storage system 170 described above with
reference to FIG. 5) executes data driven de-duplication pro-
cesses that prepare and navigate fingerprints that characterize
differing and at least partially overlapping ranges of data. For
instance, in some examples a fingerprint generator, such as
the fingerprint generator 504 described above with reference
to FIG. 5, prepares a set of micro-fingerprints that character-
ize regions of data using processes such as the process 900
described above with reference to FIG. 9. Further, in these
examples, the fingerprint generator is configured to summa-
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rize the micro-fingerprints into macro-fingerprints that char-
acterize data spanning the one or more regions of data char-
acterized by the micro-fingerprints.

Further, according to some examples, a navigator, such as
the navigator 510 described above with reference to FIG. 5,
navigates to particular regions of data by analyzing both
macro-fingerprints and micro-fingerprints. In these
examples, the navigator is configured to identify target and
reference data that is likely to include redundant data by
comparing and matching macro-fingerprints that characterize
the target data to macro-fingerprints that characterize the
reference data. In these examples, once target and reference
data that are likely to include redundant data are identified,
the navigator navigates to, and adjusts, particular navigation
windows within the target and reference data using processes
such as the navigation processes described above with refer-
ence to FIGS. 10 and 14.

FIG. 15 illustrates a data driven de-duplication process
1500 in accord with these examples. The data driven de-
duplication process 1500 includes acts of preparing data tar-
geted for de-duplication, preparing data to be referenced dur-
ing the de-duplication of the target data, navigating the
reference data, de-duplicating the target data, and maintain-
ing fingerprints. Process 1500 begins at 1502.

In act 1504, target data is prepared for de-duplication.
According to various examples, a computer system prepares
the target data by generating macro-fingerprints based on
previously calculated micro-fingerprints of data located near
location identifiers. Acts in accord with these examples are
discussed below with reference to FIG. 16.

In act 1506, reference data is prepared for de-duplication.
According to various examples, a computer system prepares
the reference data by generating macro-fingerprints based on
previously calculated micro-fingerprints of data located near
location identifiers. Acts in accord with these examples are
discussed below with reference to FIG. 17.

In act 1508, target data and reference data is navigated to
identify target data with macro-fingerprints that match
macro-fingerprints of reference data. Next, the target data and
the reference data are navigated to place swaths at locations
matching a set of predefined criteria. According to several
examples, a computer system positions the swaths relative to
one or more regions of data in the target data and the reference
data that have matching micro-fingerprints. Acts executed as
part of the act 1508 are described below with reference to
FIG. 18.

Inact 1510, the target data is de-duplicated. According to a
variety of examples, a network of computer systems performs
a byte-by-byte comparison between the data in the target
swath and the data in the reference swath. When a predeter-
mined quantity of redundant data is found, the computer
system replaces the redundant data included in target swath
with a pointer to the matching data in the reference swath. In
other examples, the network of computer systems calculates
a hash value for the data in the target swath and the data in the
reference swath using a hash function with strong collision
resistance. In these examples, the network of computer sys-
tems ensures a high probability that both swaths of data are
identical prior to replacing the redundant data in the target
swath with a pointer to the matching data in the reference
swath. Further examples use various data de-duplication
techniques known in the art and examples are not limited to a
particular de-duplication technique or set of techniques.

Inact 1512, the fingerprints that characterize the target data
are maintained. According to some examples, a computer
system computes a de-duplication metric for the target data
characterized by each micro-fingerprint. This de-duplication
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metric may indicate an amount of target data that has been
removed via de-duplication processing. Where the de-dupli-
cation metric exceeds a threshold value (e.g., the amount of
target data removed via de-duplication processing exceeds a
predetermined amount), the computer system removes the
micro-fingerprint that characterizes the target data that is the
basis for the de-duplication metric. Where the removed
micro-fingerprint shares one or more value sets with a macro-
fingerprint, the computer system removes the one or more
value sets from the macro-fingerprint as well. Acts executed
as part of the act 1510 are described below with reference to
FIG. 19.

Process 1500 ends at 1514. Data de-duplication activities
in accord with process 1500 enable a computer system to
effectively de-duplicate vast amounts of data in a highly
precise manner.

As described above with reference to the act 1504, some
examples prepare target data for de-duplication by generating
macro-fingerprints based on previously calculated micro-fin-
gerprints of target data located near the location identifiers.
FIG. 16 illustrates one example macro-fingerprinting process
1600 in accord with the act 1504. The macro-fingerprinting
process 1600 begins at 1602. In act 1604, a computer system
reads the macroFPsize parameter. In at least one example, the
macroFPsize parameter specifies a maximum macro-finger-
print size of 7 value pairs. In act 1606, the computer system
prioritizes value sets included within micro-fingerprints asso-
ciated with location identifiers within the target data. The
prioritization scheme used in the act 1606 varies between
embodiments and may include any of the prioritization
schemes described above with reference to the fingerprint
generator 504, among other prioritization schemes. In one
example, the value sets of the micro-fingerprints are placed in
a list of descending order according to value. In act 1608, the
computer system identifies a predefined number of the high-
est priority values sets from the ordered list. In this example,
the number of identified micro-fingerprints does not exceed
the macroFPsize parameter. Also in the act 1608, the com-
puter system stores the identified value sets as a macro-fin-
gerprint associated with the target data in the logical metadata
cache 508.

The macro-fingerprinting process 1600 ends at 1610.
Examples in accord with the macro-fingerprinting process
1600 prepare the target data for de-duplication by creating
macro-fingerprints that characterize large amounts of target
data without requiring a re-read of the target data itself.
Therefore, such processes provide for an efficient and effec-
tive summary of the target data that can be subsequently used
to navigate to portions of the target data likely to include
redundant data.

As described above with reference to the act 1506, some
examples prepare reference data for de-duplication by gen-
erating macro-fingerprints based on previously calculated
micro-fingerprints of reference data located near the location
identifiers. FIG. 17 illustrates one example macro-finger-
printing process 1700 in accord with the act 1506. The macro-
fingerprinting process 1700 begins at 1702. In act 1704, a
computer system reads the macroFPsize parameter. In at least
one example, the macroFPsize parameter specifies a maxi-
mum macro-fingerprint size of 7 value pairs. In act 1706, the
computer system prioritizes value sets included within micro-
fingerprints associated with location identifiers within the
reference data. The prioritization scheme used in the act 1706
varies between embodiments and may include any of the
prioritization schemes described above with reference to the
fingerprint generator 504, among other prioritization
schemes. In one example, the value sets of the micro-finger-
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prints are placed in a list of descending order according to
value. In act 1708, the computer system identifies a pre-
defined number of the highest priority values sets from the
ordered list. In this example, the number of identified micro-
fingerprints does not exceed the macroFPsize parameter. Also
in the act 1708, the computer system stores the identified
value sets as a macro-fingerprint associated with the reference
data in the logical metadata cache 508.

The macro-fingerprinting process 1700 ends at 1710.
Examples in accord with the macro-fingerprinting process
1700 prepare the reference data for de-duplication by creating
macro-fingerprints that characterize large amounts of refer-
ence data without requiring a re-read of the reference data
itself. Therefore, such processes provide for an efficient and
effective summary of the reference data that can be subse-
quently used to navigate to portions of the reference data
likely to include redundant data.

As described above with reference to the act 1508, some
examples navigate data to identify target data with macro-
fingerprints similar to macro-fingerprints of reference data.
FIG. 18 illustrates one example navigation process 1800 in
accord with the act 1508. The navigation process 1800 begins
at 1802. In act 1804, a computer system reads the SizeLimit
parameter. In act 1806, the computer system loads one or
more macro-fingerprints associated with reference data (for
example, a most recent backup data set) into a navigation
table. The reference data may include a plurality of reference
data sets, each with an individual set of micro-fingerprints. In
act 1808, the computer system determines whether addi-
tional, unprocessed data targeted for de-duplication (e.g.
some or all of the data previously backed up using the com-
puter system) exist. The target data may include a plurality of
target data sets, each with one or more macro-fingerprints that
characterizes its content. If additional, unprocessed data
exists, the computer system loads a set of macro-fingerprints
associated with the next target data into a memory inact 1810.
Otherwise, the computer system executes act 1822.

In act 1812, the computer system reads a next value set
from the loaded set of target macro-fingerprints. In act 1814,
the computer system determines if the navigation table
includes an entry for a reference value set with a value equal
to a value of the next value set read in the act 1812. If so, the
computer system increments the number of potential matches
for that navigation table entry inact 1818. If not, the computer
system proceeds to act 1820. In the act 1820, the computer
system determines whether the loaded set of target macro-
fingerprints includes unprocessed macro-fingerprints. If so,
the computer system proceeds to the act 1812. If not, the
computer system proceeds to the act 1808.

In the act 1822, the computer system ranks the target data
sets based on their match potential metric (e.g., the number of
macro-fingerprint hits recorded for a target data set divided by
the size of the target data set). In act 1824, the computer
system selects the target data set or sets with highest match
potential metrics that fit within the Sizel.imit parameter.

Inact 1826, the computer system records the reference data
as high quality reference data, records the target data as high
quality target data and executes a micro-fingerprint naviga-
tion process, such as the navigation process described above
with reference to FIG. 10. In act 1828, the computer system
terminates the process 1800. In this example, the quality of
the reference data is based on the number of value set matches
that the reference data has with the target data sets included in
the matching target data.

Examples in accord with the navigation process 1800 effi-
ciently and effectively navigate large amounts of reference
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data and target date to identify small and precise navigation
windows likely to include redundant data.

FIG. 20 illustrates a particular example of associations
recorded between elements included in data 2000 prior to
execution of the micro-fingerprint navigation process in the
act 1818. As shown, the data 2000 includes reference data
2002 and target data 2004. The target data 2004 includes
target data sets 2004a, 20045, and 2004¢. The reference data
2002 includes reference data sets 2002a, 20025, 2002,
20024, and 2002¢. The reference data sets 2002a, 20025,
2002¢,2002d, and 2002¢ that are respectively associated with
macro-fingerprints F,, F,, F;, F,, and Fs, each of which
characterizes data included in its corresponding reference
data set. Each of'the reference data sets 20024, 20025, 2002¢,
20024, and 2002¢ may have sufficient match potential with,
and associated are with, zero or more target data sets via
macro-fingerprints F, F,, F5, F,, and F. As shown FIG. 20,
each of the macro-fingerprints F,, F,, F;, F,, and F; is
matched to one or more target data sets. For example, F, is
matched with 2004a and F,,, and F are matched with 20045.

In the example shown in FIG. 20, each of the reference data
sets includes approximately 100 megabytes of data. Further,
in this example, each of the reference data sets includes a
plurality of navigation windows that may be associated with
one or more of micro-fingerprints that characterize reference
data located within the navigation windows. For instance, as
shown in FIG. 20, the reference data set 2002a includes a
range of data 2006 associated with a plurality of navigation
windows 20064a. In this example, each of the plurality of
navigation windows spans approximately 512 kilobytes.

Organized in the manner shown in FIG. 20, the data 2000 is
configured for further, more precise, data de-duplication
using the finer grain approach based on micro-fingerprints
described herein.

As described above with reference to the act 1512, some
examples maintain fingerprints to increase the efficiency of
the de-duplication process. FIG. 19 illustrates one example
maintenance process 1900 in accord with the act 1512. The
navigation process 1900 begins at 1902. In act 1904, com-
puter system reads the metricthreshold parameter. In act
1906, the computer system computes a de-duplication metric
that indicates the amount of redundant data removed from
each navigation window in which data was replaced with a
pointer in the act 1510. In one example, the de-duplication
metric is a de-duplication percentage with a value of 90%, but
examples of the de-duplication metric are not limited to de-
duplication percentage. In act 1908, for each navigation win-
dow in which data was replaced with a pointer in the act 1510,
the computer system compares the de-duplication metric to
the metricthreshold parameter. If the de-duplication metric
transgresses a value specified by the metricthreshold param-
eter, the computer system executes act 1910. Otherwise, the
computer system terminates the maintenance process 1900.

In the act 1910, the computer system removes the micro-
fingerprint associated with each navigation window for which
the de-duplication metric transgressed the value specified by
the metricthreshold parameter. Next, the computer system
determines whether one or more macro-fingerprints that char-
acterize data also characterized by the removed micro-finger-
print include one or more of value sets with values equal to a
value set included in the removed micro-fingerprint. If so, the
computer system removes the one or more value sets from the
one or more macro-fingerprints.

Examples in accord with the maintenance process 1900
reduce the number of fingerprints involved in de-duplication
processing, thereby increasing the efficiency of the de-dupli-
cation process.
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While the de-duplication processes described herein can be
characterized as utilizing a two tiered hierarchy of finger-
prints consisting of micro-fingerprints and macro-finger-
prints, examples are not limited to a two-tiered fingerprint
hierarchy. Thus examples disclosed herein may build and
navigate fingerprint hierarchies consisting of three or more
tiers. In these examples, additional macro-fingerprints may
be generated from existing macro-fingerprints just as the
initial macro-fingerprints are generated from existing micro-
fingerprints. Further, in these examples, a macro-fingerprint
may refer to any fingerprint generated directly or indirectly
from underlying micro-fingerprint values. As the system
backup needs grow from Gigabytes to Terabytes, the size of
the data characterized by macro-fingerprints can be
increased, or additional tiers added to the hierarchy, using the
existing fingerprints; therefore, there is no need to reread the
data. In this way, the embodiments disclosed herein conserve
computer resources, such as CPU processing cycles, for other
activities.

Each of the processes disclosed herein depicts one particu-
lar sequence of acts in a particular example. The acts included
in each of these processes may be performed by, or using, one
or more computer systems specially configured as discussed
herein. Some acts are optional and, as such, may be omitted in
accord with one or more examples. Additionally, the order of
acts can be altered, or other acts can be added, without depart-
ing from the scope of the systems and methods discussed
herein. In addition, as discussed above, in at least one
example, the acts are performed on a particular, specially
configured machine, namely a computer system configured
according to the examples disclosed herein.

In general summary, examples and aspects of the disclosed
herein include a storage system and methods that de-dupli-
cate data using an approach that adapts to the characteristics
of'the data being de-duplicated. While some embodiments are
directed to data de-duplication in the context of a back-up
storage system, various aspects of the embodiments disclosed
herein may be used in other contexts, such as de-duplication
of primary application data. In addition, while the specifica-
tion focuses on data sets including a plurality of windows,
some examples include data sets which only have one win-
dow. Moreover, while the bulk of the specification focuses on
weak hash functions and XOR hash functions, many other
hash functions are known and may be employed in various
examples.

Having thus described several aspects of at least one
example, it is to be appreciated various alterations, modifica-
tions, and improvements will readily occur to those skilled in
the art. Such alterations, modifications, and improvements
are intended to be part of this disclosure, and are intended to
be within the scope of the embodiments disclosed herein.
Accordingly, the foregoing description and drawings are by
way of example only.

What is claimed is:
1. A method of determining duplicate data for de-duplicat-
ing data in a computer system, the method comprising:

reading a first predefined set of multiple summaries asso-
ciated with a first region of data in a storage of the
computer system, each member of the first predefined
set of multiple summaries being a micro-fingerprint
value characterizing a portion of data within the first
region of data;

selecting a first member from the first predefined set of
multiple summaries based on a value of the micro-fin-
gerprint value of the first member;
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generating, at least in part, a first macro-fingerprint asso-
ciated with the first region of data by storing the first
member within the first macro-fingerprint;

reading a second predefined set of multiple summaries

associated with a set of data, each member of the second
predefined set of multiple summaries being a micro-
fingerprint value characterizing a portion of data within
the set of data;

selecting a particular member from the second predefined

set of multiple summaries based on a value of the micro-
fingerprint value of the particular member;
generating, at least in part, a second macro-fingerprint
associated with the set of data by storing the second
member within the second macro-fingerprint; and

comparing the first macro-fingerprint associated with the
first region with the second macro-fingerprint associated
with the set of data to determine, at least in part, the
duplicate data.

2. The method according to claim 1, wherein selecting the
first member includes selecting the first member based on a
prioritization scheme.

3. The method according to claim 2, wherein the first
region of data has a first size indicative of a quantity of data
included in the first region of data and the method further
comprises:

reading a third predefined set of multiple summaries asso-

ciated with a second region of data, each member of the
third predefined set of multiple summaries characteriz-
ing a portion of data within the second region of data, the
second region of data having a second size indicative of
a quantity of data included in the second region of data,
the second size being equal to the first size;

selecting a second member from the second predefined set

of multiple summaries based on a value of a micro-
fingerprint value of the second member; and

storing the second member within the first macro-finger-

print.

4. The method according to claim 3, wherein the set of data
has a third size that is indicative of a quantity of data included
in the set of data, the third size being equal to the sum of the
first size and the second size, the method further comprising:

executing, responsive to a threshold number of members of

the first macro-fingerprint matching members ofthe sec-
ond macro-fingerprint, a navigation process that com-
pares the second predefined set of multiple summaries to
aunion of the first predefined set of multiple summaries
and the third predefined set of multiple summaries.

5. The method according to claim 4, wherein the first
predefined set of multiple summaries has a first size and a first
scope, the third predefined set of multiple summaries has a
second size different from the first size and a second scope
different from the first scope, and executing the navigation
process includes generating a simulated set of multiple sum-
maries based on at least one of:

the first predefined set of multiple summaries, or

the third predefined set of multiple summaries.

6. The method according to claim 4, further comprising
selecting the second predefined set of multiple summaries
from a third macro-fingerprint selected from other predefined
sets of summaries.

7. The method according to claim 1, wherein reading the
first predefined set of multiple summaries includes reading a
set of first micro-fingerprint values, wherein the first micro-
fingerprint values are hash values characterizing respective
portions of the data within the first region of data.

5

15

25

40

45

50

32

8. The method according to claim 7, further comprising
de-duplicating at least one target area within the first region of
data with reference to at least one reference area within the set
of data.

9. The method according to claim 8, further comprising:

removing at least one summary of the first predefined set of

multiple summaries in response to de-duplicating the at
least one target area; and

removing at least one summary from the first macro-fin-

gerprint in response to de-duplicating the at least one
target area.

10. A system configured to determine duplicate data for
de-duplicating data in a computer system, the system com-
prising:

data storage storing a first predefined set of multiple sum-

maries associated with a first region of data, each mem-
ber of the first predefined set of multiple summaries
being a micro-fingerprint value characterizing a portion
of data within the first region of data; and

at least one processor coupled to the data storage and

programmed to:

read the first predefined set of multiple summaries;

select a first member from the first predefined set of mul-

tiple summaries based on a value of the micro-finger-
print value of the first member;

generate, at least in part, a first macro-fingerprint associ-

ated with the first region of data by storing the first
member within the first macro-fingerprint; read a second
predefined set of multiple summaries associated with a
set of data, each member of the second predefined set of
multiple summaries being a micro-fingerprint value
characterizing a portion of data within the set of data;
select a particular member from the second predefined
set of multiple summaries based on a value of the
micro-fingerprint value of the particular member;
generate, at least in part, a second macro-fingerprint
associated with the set of data by storing the second
member within the second macro-fingerprint; and
compare the first macro-fingerprint associated with the
first region with the second macro-fingerprint associ-
ated with the set of data to determine, at least in part,
the duplicate data.

11. The system according to claim 10, wherein the at least
one processor is further programmed to select the first mem-
ber based on a prioritization scheme.

12. The system according to claim 11, wherein the first
region of data has a first size indicative of a quantity of data
included in the first region of data and the at least one pro-
cessor is further programmed to:

read a third predefined set of multiple summaries associ-

ated with a second region of data, each member of the
second predefined set of multiple summaries character-
izing data within the second region of data, the second
region of data having a second size indicative of a quan-
tity of data included in the second region of data, the
second size being equal to the first size;

select a second member from the second predefined set of

multiple summaries based on a value of a micro-finger-
print value of the second member; and

store the second member within the first macro-fingerprint.

13. The system according to claim 12, wherein

the set of data has a third size that is indicative of a quantity

of data included in the set of data, the third size being
equal to the sum of the first size and the second size; and
the atleast one processor is further programmed to execute,
responsive to a threshold number of members of the first
macro-fingerprint matching members of the second
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macro-fingerprint, a navigation process that compares
the second predefined set of multiple summaries to a
union of the first predefined set of multiple summaries
and the third predefined set of multiple summaries.

14. The system according to claim 13, wherein the first
predefined set of multiple summaries has a first size and a first
scope, the third predefined set of multiple summaries has a
second size different from the first size and a second scope
different from the first scope, and the at least one processor is
programmed to execute the navigation process by, at least in
part, generating a simulated set of summaries based on at least
one of:

the first predefined set of multiple summaries, or

the third predefined set of multiple summaries.

15. The system according to claim 13, wherein the at least
one processor is further programmed to select the second
predefined set of multiple summaries from a third macro-
fingerprint selected from other predefined sets of summaries.

16. The system according to claim 10, wherein the at least
one processor is further programmed to read the first pre-
defined set of multiple summaries by reading a set of first
micro-fingerprint values, wherein the first micro-fingerprint
values are hash values characterizing respective portions of
the data within the first region of data.

17. The system according to claim 16, wherein the at least
one processor is further programmed to de-duplicate at least
one target area within the first region of data with reference to
at least one reference area within the set of data.

18. The system according to claim 17, wherein the at least
one processor is further programmed to:

remove at least one summary of the first predefined set of

multiple summaries in response to de-duplicating the at
least one target area; and

remove at least one summary from the first macro-finger-
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print in response to de-duplicating the at least one target 35

area.
19. A non-transitory computer readable medium storing
computer readable instructions that, when executed by at

34

least one processor, program the at least one processor to
perform operations for determining duplicate data for de-
duplicating data in a computer system, the operations com-
prising:

reading a first predefined set of multiple summaries asso-

ciated with a first region of data in a storage of the
computer system, each member of the first predefined
set of multiple summaries being a micro-fingerprint
value characterizing a portion of data within the first
region of data;

selecting a first member from the first predefined set of

multiple summaries based on a value of the micro-fin-
gerprint value of the first member;

generating, at least in part, a first macro-fingerprint asso-

ciated with the first region of data by storing the first
member within the first macro-fingerprint;

reading a second predefined set of multiple summaries

associated with a set of data, each member of the second
predefined set of multiple summaries being a micro-
fingerprint value characterizing a portion of data within
the set of data;

selecting a particular member from the second predefined

set of multiple summaries based on a value of the micro-
fingerprint value of the particular member;
generating, at least in part, a second macro-fingerprint
associated with the set of data by storing the second
member within the second macro-fingerprint; and

comparing the first macro-fingerprint associated with the
first region with the second macro-fingerprint associated
with the set of data to determine, at least in part, the
duplicate data.

20. The computer readable medium according to claim 19,
wherein the instructions further program the at least one
processor to select the first member based on a prioritization
scheme.



